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L DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-7 are subject to examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1 /23/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive for the following reasons: 

Applicant's argument: 

"Claim 1 , as previously presented, includes the recitation of "means for receiving 
said status logs and generating higher level logs in response to receipt of at least two 
different status logs which satisfy predetermined rule sets. " 

" As an example, if there is a predetermined rule set for lower-level logs A then B 
then C, when lower-level logs A then B then C are received, a higher-level log is 
generated and commands that are associated with that higher-level log are executed." 

As such, Hansen teaches limiting notification or status reporting to only certain 
"network events. " Network events refer only to a change in status of a device being 
monitored. There is no teaching or suggestion of two different status logs being 
received, in response to which a higher level log is generated. Instead, Hansen teaches, 
filtering notification or status reports so that only specific, predefined status changes in a 
device are reported. There is absolutely no teaching or suggestion anywhere in the 
Hansen reference of higher-level logs being generated in response to receipt of at least 
two different status logs which satisfy predetermined rule sets, as recited in claim 1 of 
the present application." 
Examiner's response: 
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Examiner is at a loss, unable to develop understanding to follow what the 
Applicant is claiming, while the Applicant is presenting what is being claimed by giving 
examples with the introduction of the new and irrelevant terminologies like "lower-level 
logs" which, as admitted by the Applicant, claim 1 does not even recite. 

It is the claims that define the claimed invention, and it is claims, not 
specifications that are anticipated or unpatentable. Constant v. Advanced Micro-Devices 
/nc.,7USPQ2d 1064. 

Hansen teaches in col. 6, line 54-65, "Specifically, once an administrator 20 
requests that a new notification rule be created for a particular device, the set of event 
conditions known by the network management software 14 pertaining to the present 
state of the selected device is retrieved by the Create New Notification Rule function 
306. It should be understood that while alarm severity conditions and an alarm event 
type conditions are used for exemplary purposes to create the new notification rule, 
other conditions that relate to the state of the device on the network may be retrieved 
and subsequently prepopulated. Furthermore, although a device ID is used for 
exemplary purposes, the notification rule may be defined to key off of a group or class 
of devices. For example, a device map can be used to define a class of devices that 
are associated in some way. In addition, a device type can be used to define a class of 
devices that share common characteristics, for example all routers." 

Thus, Hansen's teachings is not limiting notification or status reporting to only 
certain "network events. ". And furthermore, there is teaching of two different status logs 
being received, in response to which a higher level log is generated. 
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Applicant's argument: 

"Claim 4 recites inter alia, providing rule sets that are satisfied by receipt of 
particular combinations of at least two different status logs and when satisfied, result in 
the generation of higher level logs." Claim 4 is believed to be patentably distinguished 
from Hansen for the reasons given.: 
Examiner's response: 

Please refer to the above response for claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hansen 
et al. (hereinafter Hansen)(US 6, 493, 755). 

Referring to claim 1, 

Hansen teaches a network administration system for triggering commands in response 
to receipt of status logs generated by network devices and applications (Fig. 1, element 
N), comprising: 

means for receiving said status logs (col. 4, line 13-15, "The network 
management software 14 most generally monitors the status of the various network 
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devices 18 connected to the network.") and generating higher level logs in response to 
receipt of at least two different status logs which satisfy predetermined rule sets being 
satisfied (col. 4, line 20-24," Specifically, an administrator 20 is able to configure the 
notification function provided by the management software to limit notification, or device 
status reporting, to only those instances in which a network event occurs.", col. 4, line 
56-64); 

a user interface for programming execution sets of said commands in association 
with predetermined ones of said higher level logs; and (col. 4, line 25-28," Therefore, 
the administrator 20 is able to request the network management software 14 to execute 
a notification action only when a preselected event occurs.") 

program means for receiving said higher level logs, parsing each of said higher 
level logs to determine their respective sources and triggering execution of said 
commands in said execution sets in respect of each of said respective sources, (col. 
Line28-45) 

Referring to claim 2, 

Hansen teaches the network administration system of claim 1, wherein said user 
interface provides ordered execution of multiple commands associated with said higher 
level logs in accordance with user preference, (col. 4, lines 20-29). 
Referring to claim 3, 

Hansen teaches the network administration system of claim 1, wherein said user 
interface and program means are implemented within one of said network devices. 
(Fig.1, element 10) 
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Referring to claim 4, 

Claim 4 is a claim to method steps that are carried by the system claim 1. 
Therefore claim 4 is rejected for the reasons set forth for claim 1 . 
Referring to claim 5, 

Hansen teaches the method of claim 4, wherein said steps of receiving said 
status logs and said higher level logs, parsing each of said predetermined ones of said 
higher level logs to determine their respective sources and triggering execution of said 
commands in said execution sets further comprise the steps of: a) detecting an 
execution set associated with a received higher level log; and b) executing each 
successive command in said execution set. (col. 4, line 20-45). 
Referring to claim 6, 

Hansen teaches the network administration system of claim 1, wherein said 
means for receiving said status logs and generating higher level logs includes means 
for generating further higher level logs in response to receipt of at least one of: 

a) at least two different higher level logs; and 

b) at least one higher level log and at least one status log. (col. 4, line 39-45, "The 
action performed when a notification rule is triggered is called a "notification action." 
Examples of notification actions may be paging a users pager, sending email, playing 
sounds or beeps on a speaker, or logging event messages to a network log, on the 
network management software. The particular notification action, or combination of 
notification actions, is typically specified bv the administrator.") 
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Referring to claim 7, 

Claim 7 is a claim to method steps that are carried by the system claim 6. Therefore 
claim 7 is rejected for the reasons set forth for claim 6. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, 
to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the 
claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ashok B. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3972. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571 ) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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